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authority to access the resource. Systems and methods
include determining whether the identity is a member of a
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include determining a risk level associated with the request.
The risk level is determined using a history of access of the
resource by a particular member the community if the identity
is a member of the community. The risk level is determined
using a history of access of the resource by the identity if the
identity is not a member of the community. Systems and
methods include determining an access policy based on the
risk level associated with the request. The access policy indi-
cates whether access to the resource by the identity is to be
restricted.
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1
SYSTEM AND METHOD FOR DYNAMIC
ACCESS CONTROL BASED ON INDIVIDUAL
AND COMMUNITY USAGE PATTERNS

BACKGROUND

The present disclosure relates to identity and access man-
agement and, more specifically, to a system and method for
dynamic access control based on individual and community
usage patterns.

In known access control systems, each identity is assigned
arole or becomes a member with a role. An identity is granted
access to a resource based on the identity’s role.

BRIEF SUMMARY

According to an aspect of the present disclosure, a method
may include receiving, at a receiving device, data correspond-
ing to a request to access a resource by a particular identity
provided with authority to access the resource. The method
may include determining, by a determination device, whether
the particular identity is a member of a community based on
associating data that associates the particular identity with the
community. The community may include a plurality of iden-
tities as members thereof that are associated based on the
associating data. The method may include determining, by an
analysis device, a risk level associated with the request. The
risk level may be determined using a history of access of the
resource by a particular member of the community if the
particular identity is a member of the community. The risk
level may be determined using a history of access of the
resource by the particular identity if the particular identity is
not a member of the community. The method may include
determining, by an access device, an access policy based on
the risk level associated with the request. The access policy
may indicate whether access to the resource by the particular
identity is to be restricted. Systems and computer program
products for implementing the method are disclosed herein.

Other objects, features, and advantages will be apparent to
persons of ordinary skill in the art from the following detailed
description and the accompanying drawings.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Aspects of the present disclosure are illustrated by way of
example and are not limited by the accompanying figures
with like references indicating like elements.

FIG. 1 is a schematic representation of a network 1 on
which systems and methods for dynamic access control may
be implemented.

FIG. 2 is a schematic representation of a system configured
to provide dynamic access control based on individual and
community usage patterns.

FIG. 3 illustrates a dynamic access control process.

FIG. 4 illustrates a determination of community process.

FIG. 5 illustrates a risk analysis process.

FIG. 6 illustrates an enforcement process.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

As will be appreciated by one skilled in the art, aspects of
the present disclosure may be illustrated and described herein
in any of a number of patentable classes or context including
any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or com-
position of matter, or any new and useful improvement
thereof. Accordingly, aspects of the present disclosure may be
implemented entirely in hardware, entirely in software (in-
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2

cluding firmware, resident software, micro-code, etc.) orin a
combined software and hardware implementation that may
all generally be referred to herein as a “circuit,” “module,”
“component,” or “system.” Furthermore, aspects of the
present disclosure may take the form of a computer program
product embodied in one or more computer readable media
having computer readable program code embodied thereon.

Any combination of one or more computer readable media
may be utilized. The computer readable media may be a
computer readable signal medium or a computer readable
storage medium. A computer readable storage medium may
be, for example, but not limited to, an electronic, magnetic,
optical, electromagnetic, or semiconductor system, appara-
tus, or device, or any suitable combination of the foregoing.
More specific examples (a non-exhaustive list) of the com-
puter readable storage medium would comprise the follow-
ing: a portable computer diskette, a hard disk, a random
access memory (“RAM?”), a read-only memory (“ROM”), an
erasable programmable read-only memory (“EPROM” or
Flash memory), an appropriate optical fiber with a repeater, a
portable compact disc read-only memory (“CD-ROM”), an
optical storage device, a magnetic storage device, or any
suitable combination of the foregoing. In the context of this
document, a computer readable storage medium may be any
tangible medium able to contain or store a program for use by
or in connection with an instruction execution system, appa-
ratus, or device.

A computer readable signal medium may include a propa-
gated data signal with computer readable program code
embodied therein, for example, in baseband or as part of a
carrier wave. Such a propagated signal may take a variety of
forms comprising, but not limited to, electro-magnetic, opti-
cal, or a suitable combination thereof. A computer readable
signal medium may be a computer readable medium that is
not a computer readable storage medium and that is able to
communicate, propagate, or transport a program for use by or
in connection with an instruction execution system, appara-
tus, or device. Program code embodied on a computer read-
able signal medium may be transmitted using an appropriate
medium, comprising but not limited to wireless, wireline,
optical fiber cable, RF, etc., or any suitable combination of the
foregoing.

Computer program code for carrying out operations for
aspects of the present disclosure may be written in a combi-
nation of one or more programming languages, comprising an
object oriented programming language such as JAVA®,
SCALA®, SMALLTALK®, EIFFEL®, JADE®, EMER-
ALD®, C++, C#, VB.NET, PYTHON® or the like, conven-
tional procedural programming languages, such as the “C”
programming language, VISUAL BASIC®, FOR-
TRAN®2003, Perl, COBOL 2002, PHP, ABAP®, dynamic
programming languages such as PYTHON®, RUBY® and
Groovy, or other programming languages. The program code
may execute entirely on the user’s computer, partly on the
user’s computer, as a stand-alone software package, partly on
the user’s computer and partly on a remote computer or
entirely on the remote computer or server. In the latter sce-
nario, the remote computer may be connected to the user’s
computer through any type of network, including a local area
network (“LAN™) or a wide area network (“WAN”), or the
connection may be made to an external computer (for
example, through the Internet using an Internet Service Pro-
vider) or in a cloud computing environment or offered as a
service such as a Software as a Service (“SaaS”).

Aspects of the present disclosure are described herein with
reference to flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams of
methods, apparatuses (e.g., systems), and computer program
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products according to embodiments of the disclosure. It will
be understood that each block of the flowchart illustrations
and/or block diagrams, and combinations of blocks in the
flowchart illustrations and/or block diagrams, may be imple-
mented by computer program instructions. These computer
program instructions may be provided to a processor of a
general purpose computer, special purpose computer, or other
programmable data processing apparatus to produce a
machine, such that the instructions, which execute via the
processor of the computer or other programmable instruction
execution apparatus, create a mechanism for implementing
the functions/acts specified in the flowchart and/or block
diagram block or blocks.

These computer program instructions may also be stored in
a computer readable medium that, when executed, may direct
a computer, other programmable data processing apparatus,
or other devices to function in a particular manner, such that
the instructions, when stored in the computer readable
medium, produce an article of manufacture comprising
instructions which, when executed, cause a computer to
implement the function/act specified in the flowchart and/or
block diagram block or blocks. The computer program
instructions may also be loaded onto a computer, other pro-
grammable instruction execution apparatus, or other devices
to cause a series of operational steps to be performed on the
computer, other programmable apparatuses, or other devices
to produce a computer implemented process, such that the
instructions which execute on the computer or other program-
mable apparatus provide processes for implementing the
functions/acts specified in the flowchart and/or block diagram
block or blocks.

While certain example systems and methods disclosed
herein may be described with reference to security manage-
ment, and more specifically to identity and access manage-
ment, as related to IT service and asset management in cloud
computing, systems and methods disclosed herein may also
be related to other areas beyond cloud computing. Systems
and methods disclosed herein may be applicable to a broad
range of applications that require access by an array of iden-
tities and that are associated with various disciplines, such as,
for example, research activities (e.g., research and design,
development, collaboration), commercial activities (e.g.,
sales, advertising, financial evaluation and modeling, inven-
tory control), I'T systems (e.g., establishing access privileges
for computing systems, establishing user rights and roles,
document management, resource-management, cloud com-
puting, network access, security, service provisioning), and
other activities of importance to a user or organization. In
some configurations, systems and methods disclosed herein
may even be related to physical access systems (e.g., door
locks, lockboxes, safes).

Substantial efforts have been made to streamline the pro-
cess of granting access to resources and to create roles (e.g.,
designations, positions within a company, certification levels,
status on a team) that fit business needs. Such efforts may
have worked fairly well, but these efforts may still result in
particular identities (e.g., users, employees, customers, con-
tractors, computer systems, business entities, government
entities) having too much access. Having inappropriate or too
muchaccess may be one of the major security issues within an
organization. Modifying the role environment may not be
practical and may result in unanticipated results. Having finer
grained access control via roles may create a complex and
difficult to manage environment. To address these and other
problems, a dynamic access control system that leverages the
activity patterns of colleagues and collaborators now is dis-
closed herein.
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A system disclosed herein may utilize user activity, usage
patterns, and community models to determine if a user should
receive access to a specific resource at a particular point in
time. A non-limiting, example scenario now is described. A
secretary may be sitting in front of a file cabinet. A group of
people may come up and ask the secretary for a folder. The
secretary may give the folder to one or more of the people
based on her knowledge of the folder and the one or more
people. When a new person comes up and asks for the folder,
that new person may have the rights to the folder (e.g., the new
person may be authorized to access the resource), but the new
person’s request for the folder may be out of the ordinary
(e.g., anomalous, outside the scope of past experience, unex-
pected). The secretary may not know whether to give the
folder to the new person. In some cases, the secretary may
telephone someone and confirm that the new person should
have the folder, or the secretary may note down the activity.

Consequently, the secretary may perform the following
logic process. The secretary may determine if a person
requesting the folder is recognized (e.g., known, familiar) and
has accessed the file before. If the person has not accessed the
file before, the secretary may determine if the person collabo-
rates with others and if the others, with whom the person
collaborates, are recognized. If the secretary recognizes oth-
ers, with whom the identity collaborates, the secretary may
determine if one or more of the others has accessed the folder.
Thus, if all, or some portion of, the others have accessed the
folder, it may be okay to give the folder to the person.

The non-limiting, example scenario described above may
also occur in a software environment, which now is described
in another non-limiting, example. The Chief Architect for an
engineering company may have rights to all the software in a
company (e.g., the Chief Architect may be authorized to
access all the software in the company), but, in many cases,
the Chief Architect may not download the code or build the
products. If the Chief Architect downloads the code, such
action may be treated as an anomaly and may be audited,
logged, and, possibly, stopped. To implement such security-
related actions (e.g., auditing, logging, prohibiting access,
restricting access), software may need to understand and
implement logic similar to that used by the secretary in the
prior example. Consequently, the software, like the secretary,
may instruct a device to determine if an identity (e.g., person,
device, system, IP address, MAC address, username, account,
profile) is recognized (e.g., known, familiar) and subse-
quently to determine if the identity has accessed the file
before. In certain configurations, the identity may have
authority to access the resource (e.g., the identity may be
authorized to access the resource) based on one or more of the
identity’s role, position, designation, assignment to a project
or team, department, seniority, or another factor. If the iden-
tity has not accessed the file before, the software may instruct
the device to determine if the identity collaborates with others
and if the others, with whom the identity collaborates, are
recognized. If the others, with whom the identity collabo-
rates, are recognized, the software may instruct the device to
determine if one or more of the others has accessed the file.
Thus, if all, or some portion of, the others have accessed the
file, it may be okay to allow the identity to access the file.

Accordingly, such processes may be implemented by a
processor executing computer-readable instructions or simi-
lar configurations, as disclosed herein. In particular configu-
rations, the processor or equivalent device may function as a
plurality of components, comprising a learning component,
an analysis component (e.g., a risk analysis component), and
an enforcement component.
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The learning component may comprise an identity history
function (e.g., a function for obtaining a history of activity
performed by one or more identities) and a community deter-
mination function (e.g., a determination of community pro-
cess for determining if two or more identities together form a
community).

History of Identity Activity. In particular configurations,
information about each resource access by each identity may
be logged and maintained in a memory. Accordingly, a history
of identity activity for each identity may be generated. The
history of identity activity may provide a baseline to work
from and to perform analysis. The history of identity activity
may comprise a history of access of one or more resources by
the identity. In some configurations, the history of access of
the one or more resources by the identity may indicate that the
identity has not accessed one or more of the one or more
resources (e.g., information explicitly indicating that a par-
ticular resource has not been accessed by the identity; no
information indicating that the identity has accessed a par-
ticular resource, which may implicitly indicate that the iden-
tity has not accessed the particular resource).

In some configurations, an aging function may be applied
to one or more histories of identity activity, and expired
information (e.g., older information, stale information, non-
recent information, non-current information, information
recorded outside of a predetermined period of time or prior to
a particular date or time, information related to access events
that occurred outside of a predetermined period of time or
prior to a particular date or time, information about the iden-
tity that is no longer current) may be updated or removed from
the history of identity activity. In certain configurations, the
aging function may remove a resource from an access list for
a particular identity if the particular identity or another iden-
tity associated with (e.g., in a same community with) the
particular identity has not accessed the resource within a
specified period of time. In some configurations, such an
aging function or a similar function may be performed as part
of'one or more ofthe learning component (e.g., as part of one
or more of the identity history function and the community
determination function), the analysis component, and the
enforcement component.

Determination of Community. A community may com-
prise at least two identities that are collaborating towards
some specific goal (e.g., a project team, a set of people that are
working together and access common resources, a business
division or department, a particular group). A particular iden-
tity may be a member of a plurality of communities. A com-
munity may be determined based on one or more factors, such
as, for example, static roles, groups, resource usage, and
email patterns. The learning component may determine who
actually works with whom (e.g., identify a project team) by
analyzing historical access logs (e.g., one or more histories of
identity activity). The aging function may remove an identity
from a community when the identity is no longer collaborat-
ing with identities associated with the community (e.g., the
identity is not collaborating with any identity associated with
the community, the identity is not collaborating with one or
more specific identities associated with the community, the
identity is not collaborating with a specified number of iden-
tities associated with the community, the identity is not col-
laborating with all of the identities associated with the com-
munity, the identity is not collaborating with the identities
associated with the community with sufficient frequency or
duration). The communities may be a key component of the
systems and methods disclosed herein. In particular, the com-
munities may limit the number of false positives (e.g., grant-
ing access when such access is high risk, undesirable, or
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improper, denying access when such access is low risk, ben-
eficial, and proper) and allow for flexibility in the analysis and
determination of an access policy or access rights (e.g., a
policy or rights indicating whether access to aresource by one
or more identities is to be restricted). In certain configura-
tions, the access policy may indicate that access to a resource
is to be fully restricted (e.g., one or more identities may not
access the resource in any manner).

In particular configurations, the analysis component may
determine if access to a resource (e.g., afile, an application, a
document, a location, a folder, information, an account, a
device, a service) or use of the resource by an identity is
anomalous (e.g., outside the scope of normal behavior, unex-
pected, unusual), such as, for example, when an identity
requesting a resource has never accessed the resource before
and no identity within a community, of which the identity is a
member (e.g., the identity is associated with the community),
has accessed the resource. The analysis component may take
into account the history of the identity and the history of the
identity’s community to determine a degree of risk (e.g., risk
level) associated with the identity accessing the resource.
Further, the analysis component may take into account one or
more of a sensitivity and an importance of the resource when
determining the degree of risk associated with the identity
accessing the resource. The history of the identity’s commu-
nity may comprise a history of access of one or more
resources by one or more members of the community. In
some configurations, the history of access of the one or more
resources by the one or more members of the community may
indicate that the one or more members of the community has
not accessed one or more of the one or more resources (e.g.,
information explicitly indicating that a particular resource
has not been accessed by the one or more members of the
community; information explicitly indicating that a particular
resource has not been accessed by any member of the com-
munity; no information indicating that the one or more mem-
bers of the community has accessed a particular resource,
which may implicitly indicate that the one or more members
of'the community has not accessed the particular resource; no
information indicating that any member of the community
has accessed a particular resource, which may implicitly indi-
cate that no member of the community has accessed the
particular resource).

In particular configurations, the enforcement component
may utilize information from the analysis component to
determine if the identity should have access to the resource
and if such access to the resource should have one or more
restrictions placed thereupon. The enforcement component
may contain the policy based on one or more of the impor-
tance and sensitivity of the resource. In certain configurations
or for some resources, the access policy may be very specific.
For example, the policy may require additional verification
steps if an identity has never accessed the resource, even if
another identity from the community has accessed the
resource. In some configurations, the analysis component
may take into account such verification information (e.g.,
verification data) when determining the degree of risk asso-
ciated with the identity accessing the resource. In some con-
figurations, the access policy may grant the identity access,
either full or restricted, to the resource if people in the iden-
tity’s community have previously accessed the resource
before. In many configurations, the access of the resource by
the identity may be audited, and, in some configurations, such
access may be suspended or prohibited in the future.

Existing access control models utilize static roles and
groups, and existing access control systems often utilize arisk
analysis component. Nevertheless, existing systems may not
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take into account a history of access and a community model
to determine level of risk associated with access in a manner
similar to that of the systems and methods disclosed herein.

The systems and methods disclosed herein provide many
unique advantages. In particular configurations of the sys-
tems and methods disclosed herein, it may be possible to add
an additional level of security to an environment without
changing the base role model. Moreover, even if configured
for use as an audit tool, without an enforcement component,
the systems and methods disclosed herein may allow for the
identification of potentially malicious activity without effect-
ing the performance of the environment. The systems and
methods disclosed herein also may allow for generation and
analysis of real usage patterns that may be utilized to create an
accurate or improved role model, which may be utilized to
more effectively assign static access rights.

Referring now to FIG. 1, anetwork 1 comprising a plurality
of resources now is disclosed. Network 1 may comprise one
or more clouds 2, which may be public clouds, private clouds,
or community clouds. Each cloud 2 may permit the exchange
of information, services, and other resources between various
identities that are connected to such clouds 2. In certain
configurations, cloud 2 may be a wide area network, such as
the Internet. In some configurations, cloud 2 may be a local
area network, such as an intranet. Further, cloud 2 may be a
closed, private network in certain configurations, and cloud 2
may be an open network in other configurations. Cloud 2 may
facilitate wired or wireless communications between identi-
ties and may permit identities to access various resources of
network 1.

Network 1 may comprise one or more servers 3 that may at
least store resources thereon, host resources thereon, or oth-
erwise make resources available for certain identities. Such
resources may comprise, but are not limited to, information
technology services, financial services, business services,
access services, other resource-provisioning services,
secured files and information, unsecured files and informa-
tion, accounts, and other resources desired by one or more
entities. In some configurations, for example, one or more
server 3 may even provide a service of granting access to a
particular location (e.g., functioning as a lock or other physi-
cal access-restricting mechanism). More generally, servers 3
may comprise, for example, one or more of general purpose
computing devices, specialized computing devices, main-
frame devices, wired devices, wireless devices, and other
devices configured to provide resources to consumers.

Network 1 may comprise one or more devices 4, which
may enable certain identities to access certain resources via
one or more servers 3, which, in some configurations, may
connect to the one or more devices 4 via cloud 2 or via other
network routes. Devices 4 may comprise, for example, one or
more of general purpose computing devices, specialized
computing devices, mobile devices, wired devices, wireless
devices, passive devices, routers, switches, and other devices
utilized by consumers of provided services. In certain con-
figurations, a device 4 may be configured to perform the same
functions as a server 3 in addition to the functions of a device
4 set forth above, a server 3 may be configured to perform the
same functions as a device 4 in addition to the functions of a
server 3 set forth above, and it may not be necessary to access
resources via network 1 or cloud 2 (e.g., a system comprising
an input device, such as a keyboard or mouse, performing the
functionality of device 3 and a general purpose computer
performing the functionality of server 4).

Moreover, network 1 may comprise one or more system
100 that may monitor requests to access resources (e.g., a
request from a device 3 to access a resource viaa server 4) and
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may collect information about resource access. In certain
configurations, such information may comprise, for example,
one or more of information about an identity requesting
access to or accessing a resource, time or date information
associated with accessing or requesting access to the
resource, frequency information associated with accessing or
requesting access to the resource, a quantity of requests to
access the resource, a number of times the resource has been
accessed, a number of times access to the resource has been
prohibited or restricted or a frequency thereof, information
about the resource such as importance or sensitivity. In this
manner, system 100 may function as the learning component
described above. Further, system 100 may also function as the
analysis component, as described above, and determine a
degree of risk associated with one or more of the request to
access the resource by the identity and the identity itself.
Moreover, in certain configurations, system 100 may function
as an enforcement device, as described above, and determine
an access policy for the identity to access the resource. In
some configurations, system 100 may provide the access
policy to server 3, such that server 3 may enforce the access
policy. In other configurations, system 100 may enforce the
access policy itself. System 100 may be, for example, one or
more of a general purpose computing device, a specialized
computing device, a wired device, a wireless device, and any
other device configured monitor and analyze information.

System 100 may connect to cloud 2 and monitor servers 3
and devices 4. By monitoring servers 3 and devices 4, system
100 may generate rich datasets regarding many identities,
many resources, and the utilization and access of such
resources. System 100 may utilize these data sets to analyze
requests for access to resources by identities, and may gen-
erate access policies for the identities to access the resources
via the cloud, other networks, or other means. In this manner,
system 100 may provide dynamic access control based on
individual and community usage patterns.

In some configurations, one or more of a server 3 and a
device 4 may comprise system 100. Accordingly, system 100
may be an integral component of the one or more of server 3
and device 4 and may connect directly thereto, rather than via
cloud 2 or another network connection. In other configura-
tions, system 100 may be separate from servers 3 and devices
4.

Referring now to FIG. 2, system 100, which may monitor
requests for access to one or more resources and provide
dynamic access control based on individual and community
usage patterns, now is described. System 100 may comprise a
memory 101, a CPU 102, and an input and output (“I/O”)
device 103. Memory 101 may store computer-readable
instructions that may instruct system 100 to perform certain
processes. In particular, when executed by CPU 102, the
computer-readable instructions stored in memory 101 may
instruct CPU 102 to operate as one or more of a learning
device 104, a risk analysis device 106, and an access enforce-
ment device 108. More specifically, CPU 102 may operate as
one or more of an identity information receiving device 110
and a community determination device 112 when the com-
puter-readable instructions stored in memory 101 instruct
CPU 102 to operate as learning device 104. In particular
configurations, learning device 104, risk analysis device 106,
and access enforcement device 108 may be implemented on
different CPUs. In some configurations, system 100 may not
comprise one or more of learning device 104, risk analysis
device 106, and access enforcement device 108. I/O device
103 may transmit data to cloud 2, may transmit data to other
devices connected to system 100, and may transmit a notifi-
cation (e.g., display a message, make a sound, send an email,
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make atelephone call)to a user (e.g., anidentity). Further, /O
device 103 may implement one or more of wireless and wired
communication between system 100 and other devices.

Referring now to FIG. 3, a dynamic access control process
now is described. In S101, CPU 102 may receive information
(e.g., request information) indicating that a particular identity
is requesting access to a resource. Such request information
may comprise, for example, one or more of a time of the
request, a date of the request, a type of the request, informa-
tion identifying the particular identity making the request
(e.g., one or more of name, account number, account name,
username, [P address, telephone number, location, demo-
graphic information, status, affiliations of the identity, title,
role), and information identifying the resource. CPU 102 may
store such request information in a log file in memory 101 or
in another location (e.g., in a data server, in another memory,
in a device providing or hosting the resource, in a device that
generates the request). In some configurations, for example,
system 100 may receive the request directly and may deter-
mine such request information therefrom. In other configu-
rations, system 100 may receive a packet containing such
request information from another device (e.g., a server 3, a
device 4) that has either received or transmitted the request. In
certain configurations, learning device 104 may perform the
function of receiving such request information and storing
such request information in memory 101 or the other location.

In S103, identity information receiving device 104 (e.g., a
receiving device) may receive information (e.g., identity
information) about the particular identity that made the
request to access the resource. In certain configurations, for
example, in response to receiving the request information in
CPU 102, identity information receiving device 104 may
request and receive the identity information from memory
101. In other configurations, identity information receiving
device 104 may request and receive the identity information
from another location (e.g., a data server, another memory, a
device providing or hosting the resource, a request-generat-
ing device). In some configurations, identity information
receiving device 104 may request and receive portions of
identity information from both memory 101 and one or more
other locations and may compile the identity information
from such portions of identity data. By compiling portions of
identity data from a plurality of sources, the depth and rich-
ness of the identity data may be improved.

Identity information may comprise access information,
which may comprise, for example, one or more of informa-
tion about which resources the particular identity has previ-
ously accessed, one or more of time and date information
indicating when and for how long the particular identity
accessed each such resource, information indicating how fre-
quently the particular identity accessed each of such resource,
request information associated with each request for each
such resource by the particular identity, information about
requests to access resources by the particular identity that
were denied or restricted, and other information related to the
particular identity requesting access to or accessing a
resource. Further, identity information may comprise social
information (e.g., associating data that may associate aniden-
tity to a community), which may comprise, for example, one
or more of information about past communications (e.g.,
emails, telephone calls, messaging service communications,
posts, visits, tweets, internet posts) between the particular
identity and other identities; information about one or more of
the particular identity’s position, role, employment status,
access rights, team assignments, project assignments, clear-
ance; and other information that may indicate an association
or collaboration with one or more other identity. The identity
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information may be collected by one or more devices (e.g.,
systems 100, servers 3, devices 4) that may monitor for
requests to access resources and access events in which
resources are accessed. Consequently, the identity informa-
tion may provide a social profile or timeline for the particular
identity that may be correlated with the access information.

In S105, identity information receiving device 104 may
receive identity information corresponding to one or more
other identities. Similar to the identity information corre-
sponding to the particular identity, the identity information
receiving device 104 may request and receive the identity
information corresponding to the one or more other identities
from memory 101, one or more other location, or memory
101 and one or more other location, depending on a configu-
ration thereof. The identity information corresponding to the
one or more other identities may be compiled, as appropriate.
S103 and S105 may be performed in any order thereof and
may even be performed simultaneously. Consequently, pro-
cesses S103 and S105 may determine a history of identity
activity.

The one or more other identities may be selected in many
ways. For example, the one or more other identities may be
identities that work for the same company, that work at the
same location, that are located in a specific geographic area,
that work in the same field. As another example, the one or
more other identities may be all identities for which informa-
tion or at least a predetermined amount of information is
available. In still another example, the one or more other
identities may be a random or predetermined sample of iden-
tities for which identity information is available. In yet
another example, the one or more other identities may be
identities who have previously accessed the resource that the
particular identity is requesting to access. In still yet another
example, the one or more other identities may be identities
that have accessed the same or similar resources as the par-
ticular identity. In a further example, the one or more other
identities may be identities that have accessed or requested
access to resources within a certain time period, at certain
times, or on certain dates. A substantial number of other
selection criteria also may be used to select the one or more
other identities.

S107 may be a process for determining one or more com-
munities (e.g., a determination of community process). In
particular, in S107, community determination device 112
may use the identity information associated with the particu-
lar identity and the identity information associated with the
one or more other identities to determine whether the particu-
lar identity is a member of a community with at least one of
the other identities. The process performed by community
determination device 112 in S107 is described below in more
detail with reference to FIG. 4.

In many configurations, a community may be a set of at
least two identities collaborating towards some specific goal,
such as, for example, a project team or a group of identities
working together and accessing common resources. Each
identity that is part of the community (e.g., collaborating with
the community) may be referred to as a member of the com-
munity. Communities may exist for a short period of time
(e.g., a small team working on a development project for a few
weeks) or an extended period of time (e.g., a large team
working on a major product for a few years). In some con-
figurations, communities may comprise identities from dif-
ferent entities or departments (e.g., a diligence team compris-
ing identities from a law firm, an auditing or accounting firm,
and the acquiring company). In certain cases, some identities
may be members of more than one community. In other cases,
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other identities may not be members of any community or at
least may not be members of any relevant or significant com-
munity.

In 8109, risk analysis device 106 may perform a risk analy-
sis process and determine a degree of risk (e.g., level of risk,
riskiness) associated with the request by the particular iden-
tity to access the resource. The degree of risk may be based on
a variety of information, which may comprise, for example,
one or more of the identity information of the particular
identity, the identity information of one or more members of
the community, the request information, access information
associated with the particular identity, access information
associated with one or more members of the community,
social information associated with the particular identity,
social information associated with one or more members of
the community, information about the resource, information
about the device host, storing, or provisioning the resource,
access information associated with the resource, an impor-
tance of the resource, a sensitivity of the resource, and other
information that may affect or change the risk associated with
the particular identity accessing the resource. In some con-
figurations, the degree of risk may be associated directly with
one or more or the particular identity, a community of which
the particular identity is a member, the resource, and the
request for the resource. The process performed by risk analy-
sis device 106 in S109 is described below in more detail with
reference to FIG. 5.

In S111, access enforcement device 108 may perform an
enforcement process and determine an access policy for the
particular user to access the resource. In many configurations,
access enforcement device 108 may determine the access
policy based on the degree of risk determined in S109. The
access policy may apply to one or more of the particular
identity, the community of which the particular identity is a
member, a particular request by the identity to access the
resource or other resources, and requests generally to access
the resource. The access policy may be a policy for accessing
the resource that may vary based on the degree of risk. For
example, the access policy may be a policy to provide full and
unrestricted access (e.g., administrator rights, editing rights,
use rights, replacement rights) to the resource by the particu-
lar identity, or the access policy may be a policy to prohibit the
identity from accessing the resource. In many configurations,
the access policy may be selected from a spectrum or range of
access rights ranging from full and unrestricted access to
prohibited access (e.g., no access). In certain configurations,
such a spectrum or range of access rights may comprise, for
example, restricted (e.g., limited, partial) access, such as, one
or more of read-only access, display-only access, feature-
limited access (e.g., access to only a portion of available
features), time-limited access (e.g., access for a limited
period of time, access within certain time windows or at
certain times or on certain dates), use-limited access (e.g., a
predetermined number of accesses before access is prohib-
ited), partial editorial access (e.g., permission to add but not
delete information), and other access rights that may not
provide the particular identity with full control over or use of
the resource. The process performed by access enforcement
device 108 in S111 is described below in more detail with
reference to FIG. 6.

In some configurations, for example, access policy
enforcement device 108 may generate the access policy in
S111 and provide the access policy to one or more of a device
that may host, serve, or store the resource and another device,
and the one or more of a device that may host, server, or store
the resource and the other device may enforce the access
policy against the particular identity. In other configurations,
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for example, system 100 may generate the access policy and
enforce the access policy against the particular identity. In
still other configurations, for example, a plurality of devices
comprising system 100 may function together to enforce the
access policy against the particular identity.

Processes S103, S105, S107, and, in certain configura-
tions, S101, may together be part of a learning component of
a dynamic access control process. Further, process S109 may
be part of a risk analysis component of the dynamic control
process, and process S111 may be part of an enforcement
component of the dynamic control process.

Referring now to FIG. 4, a determination of community
process now is described. In S201, community determination
device 112 may obtain and analyze the identity information
associated with the particular identity (e.g., a history of the
particular identity’s resource accesses, resource requests, and
social interactions) and the identity information associated
with the one or more other identities. In S203, CPU 102 may
initiate an aging function in which expired (e.g., outdated,
old) information is removed from (e.g., deleted) or updated in
the various pieces of identity information. In particular, in
S203, CPU 102 may determine if one or more portions of the
identity information associated with the particular identity
and the identity information associated with the one or more
other identities is expired. Many criteria may be used to
determine if any portion of such information is expired. For
example, expired information may comprise one or more of
information collected prior to a particular date; information
collected outside of a particular window; information having
a particular age; information collected during a system mal-
function, corrupt information; information collected prior to
certain event, such as a role or status change of one or more
identity; information collected at an unusual time; informa-
tion associated with certain identities; information associated
with retired resources or resources that are no longer utilized;
and other information that may considered old or outdated.

In certain configurations, systems and methods disclosed
herein may discover and codify the level of importance (e.g.,
perform triage) of situational application and composite pro-
cesses in enterprise or other environments. Such systems and
methods may implement a narrowed statistical scan and clus-
ter analysis, which may be based on, for example, a dedicated
and proprietary DNA data structure, or, more generally, any
codified data structures. In some configurations, such codi-
fied data structures may even comprise one or more of data
structures created by centralized orchestration systems and
data structures describing process usage. In certain configu-
rations, systems and methods disclosed herein may, for
example, operate in accordance with an assumption that a
statistical behavior data structure of process activation exists,
regardless of how such data structure may have been formed.

In particular configurations, the aging function performed
in S203 and S207 may be eliminated or moved to another
process. For example, the aging function of S203 and S207
may be performed by CPU 102 as part of or between S101,
S103, and S105, or the aging function may even be performed
as part of the risk analysis component of the dynamic access
control process (e.g., as part of S109).

In S207, community determination device 112 may deter-
mine whether collaboration information exists. Collaboration
information (e.g., collaboration data) may be information
indicating a collaborative relationship between the particular
identity and at least one of the one or more other identities. In
many configurations, such collaboration information may be
identified by analyzing the respective identity information
associated with the particular identity and the one or more
other identities. Collaboration information may comprise, for
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example, one or more of information indicating that the par-
ticular identity and at least one of the one or more other
identities have accessed a same resource, have accessed a
predetermined number of same resources, have accessed
related resources, have accessed one or more resources at the
same time, have communicated with each other (e.g., via
email, via telephone, via facsimile, via messaging service,
using other communication means), have indicated a collabo-
ration with each other in a communication (e.g., indicating
that the identities are involved on a team in a communication
therebetween or with another identity, identifying common
projects in communications), have received or are intended
recipients of common communications (e.g., being on a same
email list), subscribe to the same services or resources, are
assigned to a same team or project, interact with each other,
have similar positions, have or have had similar access rights,
and have engaged in other collaborative behavior. In some
configurations, S207 may require that a certain amount of
collaboration information exists (e.g., information indicating
a collaboration between two or more of the one or more other
identities and the particular identity, information identifying
more than one collaboration between the particular identity
and one or more other identity, such as access to the same
resources and communication therebetween). In certain con-
figurations, S207 may require that the collaboration informa-
tion is based on one or more of collaborations or interactions
that have occurred with a predetermined period of time, in a
particular window of time, on certain dates, after a particular
date, for a certain length of time. Such a determination may be
especially important if S203 and S205 are omitted in the
determination of community process.

If community determination device 112 determines that
collaboration information exists or, in certain configurations,
that a predetermined amount of collaboration information
exists, (S207: YES), community determination device 112
may determine that the particular identity is a member of a
community with at least one of the one or more other identi-
ties (e.g., the particular identity and the at least one of the one
or more other identities are associated with and are members
of'the community) in S209 and the determination of commu-
nity process may end. If community determination device
112 determines that collaboration information does not exist
or, in certain configurations, that a predetermined amount of
collaboration information does not exist, (S207: NO), com-
munity determination device 112 may determine that the
particular identity is not a member of a community with at
least one of the one or more other identities in S211 and the
determination of community process may end. In some con-
figurations, the at least one of the one or more other identities
may comprise a plurality of the one or more other identities.
Further, in some configurations, the determination of com-
munity process may determine that the particular identity is in
a plurality of different communities.

Referring now to FIG. 5, a risk analysis process now is
described. In S301, risk analysis device 106 may request and
receive information about the particular resource (e.g.
resource information) to which the particular identity is
requesting access. Risk analysis device 106 may receive such
resource information from one or more of memory 101, a
server 3, a device 4, or another device. S301 may be omitted
in certain configurations. In some configurations, S301 may
even be redundant if the resource information has already
been included with other information that has already been
obtained, such as, for example, one or more of identity infor-
mation, access information, and request information. The
resource information may comprise, for example, one or
more of information about the purpose of a resource, the
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importance of a resource, the limits of a resource (e.g., maxi-
mum number of users), the sensitivity of a resource, the
contents of the resource, and other relevant information about
the resource. In S303, risk analysis device 106 may obtain and
analyze a variety of information received by CPU 102 during
the dynamic access control process. Such information may
comprise, for example, one or more of resource information,
identity information, access information, request informa-
tion, social information, and other information previously
received or that may be available elsewhere in network 1.

In certain configurations, in S305, risk analysis device 106
may determine, for example, whether the particular resource
is sensitive or important (e.g., whether access to the resource
generally should be restricted or limited in some way). If risk
analysis device 106 determines that the particular resource is
not sensitive or important (S305: NO), the process may pro-
ceed to S323. In S323, risk analysis device 106 may deter-
mine (e.g., set, establish) a low level of risk for the particular
identity to access the particular resource. If risk analysis
device 106 determines that the particular resource is sensitive
or important (S305: YES), the process may proceed to S307.

In S307, risk analysis device 106 may identify a result of
the determination of community process and determine if the
particular identity is a member of a community. If the par-
ticular identity is not a member of a community (S307: NO),
the process may proceed to S311. If the particular identity is
a member of a community (S307: YES), the process may
proceed to S309 (described below).

In S311, risk analysis device 106 may determine whether
the particular identity has previously accessed the particular
resource. In certain configurations, risk analysis device 106
may use the identity information about the particular identity
to make the determination of S311. Further, in certain con-
figurations, risk analysis device 106 may make other deter-
minations in S311, such as, for example, one or more of
whether the particular identity has accessed the resource
within a particular time period, whether the particular identity
has accessed the resource with a particular frequency,
whether the particular identity has accessed the particular
resource less than, equal to, or greater than a predetermined
number of times, and whether the particular identity has
accessed the resource less than, equal to, or greater than a
predetermined length of time. If the particular identity has
previously accessed the particular resource (or has otherwise
satisfied the criteria of S311) (S311: YES), the process may
proceed to S323, and risk analysis device 106 may determine
(e.g., set, establish) a low level of risk for the particular
identity to access the particular resource. Nevertheless, in
some configurations, further verification (e.g., additional data
analysis, requesting additional information from or related to
the particular identity, such as a password, answers to security
questions, or other information) may be required. Further, in
certain configurations, a different level of risk (e.g., other than
low) may be determined when a positive determination is
made in S311. The different level of risk may be based on the
positive determination alone or in combination with the fur-
ther verification or other analysis. If the particular identity has
not previously accessed the particular resource (or has not
otherwise satisfied the criteria of S311) (S311: NO), the pro-
cess may proceed to S313 (described below).

In S309, risk analysis device 106 may use the identity
information or other information associated with members of
the community (e.g., identity information associated with the
particular identity and identity information associated with
other members of the community) to determine whether one
or more member of the community has previously accessed
the particular resource. Process S309 may be substantially
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similarto S311, except that information associated with other
members of the community in addition to that ofthe particular
identity may be analyzed for the determination in S309. Fur-
ther, in certain configurations, risk analysis device 106 may
make other determinations in S311, such as, for example, one
or more of whether at least one member of the community has
previously accessed the particular resource, whether at least a
predetermined number of members of the community have
previously accessed the particular resource, whether a mem-
ber of the community has accessed the resource within a
particular time period, whether a member of the community
or members of the community have accessed the resource
with a particular frequency, whether a member of the com-
munity or members of the community have accessed the
particular resource less than, equal to, or greater than a pre-
determined number of times, and whether a member of the
community or members of the community have accessed the
resource less than, equal to, or greater than a predetermined
length of time. If at least one member of the community has
previously accessed the particular resource (or has otherwise
satisfied the criteria of S309) (S309: YES), the process may
proceed to S323, and risk analysis device 106 may determine
(e.g., set, establish) a low level of risk for the particular
identity to access the particular resource. Nevertheless, in
some configurations, further verification (e.g., additional data
analysis, requesting additional information from or related to
the particular identity, such as a password, answers to security
questions, or other information) may be required. Further, in
certain configurations, a different level of risk (e.g., other than
low) may be determined when a positive determination is
made in S309. The different level of risk may be based on the
positive determination alone or in combination with the fur-
ther verification or other analysis. If at least one member of
the community has not previously accessed the particular
resource (or has not otherwise satisfied the criteria of S309)
(8309: NO), the process may proceed to S313.

In S313, risk analysis device 106 may request verification
information (e.g., a password, a security question, an IP
address, a geographic location from which the request was
generated, personal information about the identity, a
CAPTCHA response) from or associated with the particular
identity from one or more verification sources, such as, for
example, one or more of the particular identity, members of a
community associated with the particular identity, memory
101, and other locations in network 1. In S315, risk analysis
device 106 may receive the verification from one or more of
the one or more verification source. In S317, risk analysis
device 106 may determine whether the verification informa-
tion is acceptable (e.g., whether the verification information
is in agreement with stored or predetermined information,
whether the verification information is complete, whether the
verification information is accurate). If the verification infor-
mation is acceptable (S317: YES), the process may proceed to
8321, for example, and risk analysis device 106 may deter-
mine (e.g., set, establish) a medium level of risk for the
particular identity to access the particular resource. If the
verification information is not acceptable (S317: NO), the
process may proceed to S319, for example, and risk analysis
device 106 may determine (e.g., set, establish) a high level of
risk for the particular identity to access the particular
resource. Further, in certain configurations, a different level
of risk may be determined based on the result of S317. The
different level of risk may be based on the determination in
S317, a history of past determinations in the risk analysis
process (e.g., in S305, S307, S309, S311, S317) alone or in
combination with other analysis or verification. In certain
configurations, risk analysis device 106 may not receive the
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verification information. Consequently, in such configura-
tions, risk analysis device 106 also may make a negative
determination in S317.

In some configurations, a range of risk levels may be deter-
mined based on the variety of information analyzed in the risk
analysis process of FIG. 5. The range of risk levels may
comprise, for example, two risk levels (e.g., high, low), three
risk levels (e.g., high, medium, low), or any other number of
risk levels. Consequently, the risk analysis process shown in
FIG. 5 is merely an example configuration and the disclosure
is not limited thereto. Moreover, the determinations made in
the risk analysis process shown in FIG. 5 may be performed in
many different orders, and certain processes may be omitted.
For example, S313, S315, and S317 may be omitted or
moved, or similar processes may be added elsewhere in the
risk analysis process. Subsequent to each of S319, S321, and
8323, the risk analysis process may end.

Referring now to FIG. 6, an enforcement process now is
described. In S401, access enforcement device 108 may iden-
tify the degree of risk for the particular identity to access the
particular resource determined in the risk analysis process. In
S403, access enforcement device 108 may determine whether
the degree of risk is a high level of risk. Ifthe degree of risk is
a high level of risk (S403: YES), access enforcement device
108 may proceed to S405 and determine an access policy to
prohibit the particular identity from accessing the particular
resource. If the degree of risk is not a high level of risk (S403:
NO), access enforcement device 108 may proceed to S407
and determine whether the degree of risk is a low level of risk.
If the degree of risk is a low level of risk (S405: YES), access
enforcement device 108 may proceed to S409 and determine
an access policy to provide the particular identity with full
(e.g., unrestricted, unlimited) access to the particular
resource. If the degree of risk is not a low level of risk (S407:
NO), access enforcement device 108 may proceed to S411
and determine an access policy to provide the particular iden-
tity with restricted (e.g., limited) access to the resource. Sub-
sequent to each of S405, S409, and S411, the enforcement
process may proceed to S413 and store log information about
the request by the particular identity to access the particular
resource and information about the particular identity’s
access of the resource (e.g., duration, time, information
obtained or downloaded, services obtained). Consequently,
S413 may be an audit step.

In certain configurations, access enforcement device 108
may generate the access policy for the particular identity to
access the particular resource. In some configurations, access
enforcement device 108 also may enforce the access policy
and restrict the particular identity’s access to the particular
resource based on the access policy. In other configurations,
access enforcement device 108 may transmit the access
policy to another device (e.g., a device hosting, providing, or
serving the resource, a dedicated enforcement device, a
device operated by the particular identity), which may
enforce the access policy against the particular identity.

In certain configurations, there may be fewer than or more
than three access policies based on the number of risk levels
available for determination in the risk analysis process. Con-
sequently, in many configurations, there may be a corre-
sponding access policy for each risk level determined in the
risk analysis process. Further, the available access policies
may provide a range of access rights from prohibited access
(e.g., no access is permitted) to full access (e.g., unrestricted
access, administrator rights, editing rights, use rights,
replacement rights), with various restricted access options
therebetween. Such restricted access options may comprise,
but are not limited to, one or more of time-limited access,
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date-limited access, duration-limited access, frequency-lim-
ited access, write-limited access, read-limited access,
attempt-limited access, partial access of a resource (e.g., a
portion of a document may be redacted based on the risk
posed by allowing the access), and other restrictions of access
that may not allow full access or completely prohibit access of
the particular resource.

In some configurations, the risk analysis device 106 may
reevaluate the degree of risk of the particular identity access-
ing a resource in response to the passage of a predetermined
amount of time. Such reevaluation may be beneficial if an
aging function is not applied to the identity information to
remove expired data. Accordingly, risk analysis device 106
may reevaluate the available information, giving less weight
to older data (e.g., data of a certain age or older) and identify
a new degree of risk for the particular identity to access the
particular resource. Consequently, access enforcement
device 108 may further update (e.g., change, alter, amend) the
access policy for the particular identity to access the particu-
lar resource, such that the access policy may change. There-
fore, the access policy may be changed based on an amount of
time that has elapsed since a particular member of the com-
munity or, in certain configurations, the particular identity
most-recently accessed the particular resource.

In some configurations, community determination device
112 may receive information (e.g., non-collaboration infor-
mation) indicating that the particular identity is no longer
collaborating with members of the community. Such non-
collaboration information may comprise, for example, one or
more of information indicating that the particular identity is
no longer on a project team or in a group, no longer has a
particular role, no longer works for a company, has stopped
interacting with other members of the community, has
stopped accessing resources similar to those accessed by
other members of the community, and has otherwise ended or
suspended collaboration with other members of the commu-
nity. Subsequent to receiving such non-collaboration infor-
mation, community determination device 112 may determine
that the particular identity is no longer a member of the
community, risk analysis device 106 may update or change
the degree of risk associated with the particular identity or
requests to access the particular resource by the particular
identity, and access enforcement device 108 may update or
change the access policy accordingly.

In certain configurations, the dynamic access control pro-
cess may not be performed each time a particular identity
requests access to a resource. In some configurations, the
dynamic access control process may be performed the first
time the particular identity requests access to a particular
resource and the generated access policy corresponding to the
particular identity and the particular resource may be stored
(e.g., in memory 101 or another location in network 1) and
applied until, for example, one or more of a particular event
occurs, a particular period of time has elapsed, and a change
has occurred in a status of the particular identity, the particu-
lar resource, or the community. In particular configurations,
the dynamic access control process may be performed at
random.

In some configurations, for example, CPU 102 may deter-
mine whether the resource that the identity is requesting to
access is similar to another resource. For example, CPU 102
may determine that the resource is similar to the other
resources if the resource and the other resource have a same or
similar directory location (e.g., both in the same folder) or if
the resource and the other resource have the same or similar
content (e.g., both related to financial information for a par-
ticular period, both related to the same research project, both
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related to particular business initiatives). If CPU 102 deter-
mines that the resource is similar to the other resource, CPU
102 may use this information when determining the degree of
risk associated with the request to access the resource. For
example, CPU 102 may determine whether the identity or
another member of the community has previously accessed
the other resource. Accordingly, CPU 102 may determine that
the degree of risk is lower when the identity or another mem-
ber of the community has previously accessed the other
resource. Moreover, for example, the degree of risk may be
based on an amount of similarity between the resource and the
other resource (e.g., the degree of risk when the resource is
40% similar to the other resource may be greater than the
degree of risk when the resource is 70% similar to the other
resource and the identity or another member of the commu-
nity has previously accessed the other resource).
The terminology used herein is for the purpose of describ-
ing particular aspects only and is not intended to be limiting of
the disclosure. As used herein, the singular forms “a,” “an,”
and “the” are intended to comprise the plural forms as well,
unless the context clearly indicates otherwise. It will be fur-
ther understood that the terms “comprises” and/or “compris-
ing,” when used in this specification, specify the presence of
stated features, integers, steps, operations, elements, and/or
components, but do not preclude the presence or addition of
one or more other features, integers, steps, operations, ele-
ments, components, and/or groups thereof.
The corresponding structures, materials, acts, and equiva-
lents of means or step plus function elements in the claims
below are intended to comprise any disclosed structure, mate-
rial, or act for performing the function in combination with
other claimed elements as specifically claimed. The descrip-
tion of the present disclosure has been presented for purposes
of illustration and description, but is not intended to be
exhaustive or limited to the disclosure in the form disclosed.
Many modifications and variations will be apparent to those
of ordinary skill in the art without departing from the scope
and spirit of the disclosure. For example, this disclosure com-
prises possible combinations of the various elements and
features disclosed herein, and the particular elements and
features presented in the claims and disclosed above may be
combined with each other in other ways within the scope of
the application, such that the application should be recog-
nized as also directed to other embodiments comprising other
possible combinations. The aspects of the disclosure herein
were chosen and described in order to best explain the prin-
ciples of the disclosure and the practical application and to
enable others of ordinary skill in the art to understand the
disclosure with various modifications as are suited to the
particular use contemplated.
What is claimed is:
1. A method comprising:
receiving, at a receiving device, data corresponding to a
request to access a resource by a particular identity pro-
vided with authority to access the resource;

determining, by a determination device, whether the par-
ticular identity is a member of a community based on
associating data that associates the particular identity
with the community, the community comprising a plu-
rality of identities as members thereof that are associated
based on the associating data;

determining, by an analysis device, a risk level associated

with the request using a history of access of the resource
by a particular member of the community that is not the
particular identity requesting the data in response to
determining that the particular identity is a member of
the community; and
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determining, by an access device, an access policy based
on the risk level associated with the request, the access
policy indicating whether access to the resource by the
particular identity is to be restricted.

2. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

determining the risk level associated with the request using

a history of access of the resource by the particular
identity in response to determining that the particular
identity is not a member of the community.

3. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

receiving, as the associating data, collaboration data indi-

cating a particular collaboration between the particular
identity and another identity,

wherein determining whether the particular identity is a

member of the community comprises determining that
the particular identity is a member of the community
with the other identity in response to receiving the col-
laboration data.

4. The method of claim 3, wherein the collaboration data
comprises data indicating past interaction between the par-
ticular identity and the other identity.

5. The method of claim 3, wherein the collaboration data
comprises data indicating past access of a same resource by
both the particular identity and the other identity.

6. The method of claim 1, wherein determining the risk
level associated with the request comprises:

determining whether the particular member of the commu-

nity has previously accessed the resource in response to
determining that the particular identity is a member of
the community;
requesting verification data associated with the particular
identity in response to determining that no members of
the community have previously accessed the resource;

receiving the verification data in response to requesting the
verification data; and

determining the risk level using the verification data in

response to receiving the verification data.

7. The method of claim 1, further comprising:

determining an amount of time that has elapsed since a

particular member of the community accessed the
resource; and

determining a new risk level associated with the particular

identity and the resource using the amount of time that
has elapsed since the particular member of the commu-
nity accessed the resource;

re-determining the access policy for access to the resource

by the particular identity based on the new risk level.

8. The method of claim 1, wherein determining the risk
level associated with the request comprises:

determining that the risk level is at a first level of risk in

response to determining that the particular identity is a
member of the community and the particular member of
the community has previously accessed the resource;
determining that the risk level is at a second level of risk in
response to determining that the particular identity is not
amember of acommunity comprising a member that has
previously accessed the resource and the particular iden-
tity has previously accessed the resource; and
determining that the risk level is at a third level of risk in
response to determining that the particular identity is not
a member of the community comprising a member that
has previously accessed the resource and the particular
identity has not previously accessed the resource.

9. The method of claim 1, wherein determining the access
policy for the particular identity to access the resource com-
prises:
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determining the access policy to be an access policy that
permits the particular identity to access the resource
with unrestricted access rights in response to determin-
ing that the risk level is at a first level of risk;
determining the access policy to be an access policy that
permits the particular identity to access the resource
with restricted access rights in response to determining
that the risk level is at a second level of risk; and
determining the access policy to be an access policy that
prohibits the particular identity from accessing the
resource in response to determining that the risk level is
at the third level of risk.
10. A system comprising:
a system of one or more processors, the system of one or
more processors configured to:
receive data corresponding to a request to access a
resource by a particular identity provided with author-
ity to access the resource;
determine whether the particular identity is a member of
acommunity based on associating data that associates
the particular identity with the community, the com-
munity comprising a plurality of identities as mem-
bers thereof that are associated based on the associat-
ing data;
determine whether any of the members of the commu-
nity have previously accessed the resource in
response to determining that the particular identity is
a member of the community; and
establish a restricted access policy in response to deter-
mining that no members of the community have pre-
viously accessed the resource, the restricted access
policy restricting access to the resource by the par-
ticular identity.
11. The system according to claim 10,
wherein the system of one or more processors is configured
to determine a risk level associated with the request
using a history of access of the resource by the particular
identity in response to determining that the particular
identity is not a member of the community.
12. The system according to claim 10,
wherein the system of one or more processors is configured
to receive, as the associating data, collaboration data
indicating a particular collaboration between the par-
ticular identity and another identity, and
wherein the system of one or more processors is configured
to determine that the particular identity is a member of
the community with the other identity in response to
receiving the collaboration data.
13. The system of claim 10,
wherein the system of one or more processors is configured
to determine whether the particular member of the com-
munity has a particular history of accessing the resource
in response to determining that the particular identity is
a member of the community,
wherein the system of one or more processors is configured
to request verification data associated with the particular
identity in response to determining that no members of
the community have previously accessed the resource,
wherein the system of one or more processors is configured
to receive the verification data in response to requesting
the verification data,
wherein the system of one or more processors is configured
to determine a risk level associated with the request
using the verification data in response to receiving the
verification data, and
wherein the restricted access policy is established based on
the risk level associated with the request.
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14. A non-transitory computer program product compris-
ing:
a non-transitory computer readable storage medium hav-
ing computer readable program code embodied there-
with, the computer readable program code comprising:
computer readable program code configured to receive
data corresponding to a request to access a resource
by a particular identity provided with authority to
access the resource;

computer readable program code configured to deter-
mine whether the particular identity is a member of a
community based on associating data that associates
the particular identity with the community, the com-
munity comprising a plurality of identities as mem-
bers thereof that are associated based on the associat-
ing data;

computer readable program code configured to deter-
mine a risk level associated with the request using a
history of access of the resource by a particular mem-
ber of the community that is not the particular identity
requesting the data in response to determining that the
particular identity is a member of the community; and

computer readable program code configured to deter-
mine an access policy based on the risk level associ-
ated with the request, the access policy indicating
whether access to the resource by the particular iden-
tity is to be restricted.

15. The non-transitory computer program product of claim
14, wherein the computer readable program code embodied
with the non-transitory computer readable storage medium
further comprises:

computer readable program code configured to determine
the risk level associated with the request using a history
of access of the resource by the particular identity in
response to determining that the particular identity is not
a member of the community.

16. The non-transitory computer program product of claim
14, wherein the computer readable program code embodied
with the non-transitory computer readable storage medium
further comprises:

computer readable program code configured to receive, as
the associating data, collaboration data indicating a par-
ticular collaboration between the particular identity and
another identity,

wherein the computer readable program code configured to
determine whether the particular identity is a member of
acommunity is configured to determine that the particu-
lar identity is a member of the community with the other
identity in response to receiving the collaboration data.
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17. The non-transitory computer program product of claim
16, wherein the collaboration data comprises data indicating
past interaction between the particular identity and the other
identity.

18. The non-transitory computer program product of claim
14,

wherein the computer readable program code configured to

determine the risk level associated with the request com-

prises:

computer readable program code configured to deter-
mine whether the particular member of the commu-
nity has a particular history of accessing the resource
in response to determining that the particular identity
is a member of the community;

computer readable program code configured to request
verification data associated with the particular iden-
tity in response to determining that no members of the
community have previously accessed the resource;

computer readable program code configured to receive
the verification data in response to requesting the
verification data; and

computer readable program code configured to deter-
mine the risk level using the verification data in
response to receiving the verification data.

19. The non-transitory computer program product of claim
14, wherein the computer readable program code configured
to determine the access policy based on the risk level associ-
ated with the request is configured to determine the access
policy for the particular identity to access the resource by
selecting the access policy from a plurality of access policies,
the plurality of access policies comprising:

prohibiting the particular identity from accessing the

resource;

permitting the particular identity to access the resource

with restricted access rights; and

permitting the particular identity to access the resource

with unrestricted access rights.
20. The method of claim 1, further comprising:
receiving other data corresponding to another request to
access the resource by the particular identity;

determining an updated risk level associated with the other
request using an updated history of access of the
resource by the particular member of the community, the
updated history of access omitting data representing
access to the resource that is older than a predetermined
age; and

updating the access policy based on the updated risk level.
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